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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to applicants' communication filed on October 30, 2007 
and February 8, 2008. Amendments to the claims have not been entered as discussed below. 
Claims 27-52 are currently pending and have been examined. The objections to the specification, 
rejections and response to arguments are stated below. 

Specification 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth 
the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. The specification is objected to under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to support 
the subject matter set forth in the claims. The specification, as originally filed does not provide 
support for the invention as now claimed. 

The test to be applied under the written description portion of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first 
paragraph, is whether the disclosure of the application as originally filed reasonably conveys to 
the artisan that the inventor had possession at that time of later claimed subject matter. Vas-Cat, 
Inc. V. Mahurkar. 935 F. 2d 1555. 1565. 19 USP02dlll. 1118 (Fed. Cir. 1991). reh'rs denied 
(.Fed. Cir. July 8. 1991) and reh'rs. en banc, denied (Fed. Cir. July 29. 1991). 

Claims 27-52 include the limitations "a database for storing data relating to a buying, 
selling and financing of the goods between the financing subsidiary, the trading subsidiary, the 
seller and the buyer; a server coupled to the database, the server connected through a network to 
the financing subsidiary computer, the trading subsidiary computer, the seller computer and the 
buyer computer, the server configured to: receive first approval data from the trading subsidiary 



Application/Control Number: 09/769, 1 2 1 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3691 

computer indicating a user associated with the trading subsidiary has approved a seller and a 
buyer for participation within the system; store within the database a seller participation 
agreement for the seller approved by the trading subsidiary, and a buyer participation agreement 
for the buyer approved by the trading subsidiary; receive an order submitted through the buyer 
computer from the buyer for purchasing a good offered for sale by the seller, the buyer agreeing 
to pay the trading subsidiary for the ordered good pursuant to the buyer participation agreement 
stored within the database; receive assignment data from the seller computer indicating the seller 
has assigned all rights in the ordered good to the trading subsidiary pursuant to the seller 
participation agreement stored within the database, the trading subsidiary pays the seller for the 
ordered good and requests that the seller ship the ordered good to the buyer pursuant to the seller 
participation agreement; receive sell data from the trading subsidiary computer indicating the 
trading subsidiary has sold accounts receivable relating to the purchasing of the ordered good by 
the buyer; and receive purchase data from the financing subsidiary computer indicating the 
financing subsidiary has purchased from the trading subsidiary the accounts receivable to 
provide financing to the trading subsidiary for the sale of additional goods". However, the 
specification does not provide a written description disclosure to support the claimed limitations 
of "a database for storing data relating to a buying, selling and financing of the goods between 
the financing subsidiary, the trading subsidiary, the seller and the buyer; a server coupled to the 
database, the server connected through a network to the financing subsidiary computer, the 
trading subsidiary computer, the seller computer and the buyer computer, the server configured 
to: receive first approval data from the trading subsidiary computer indicating a user associated 
with the trading subsidiary has approved a seller and a buyer for participation within the system; 
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store within the database a seller participation agreement for the seller approved by the trading 
subsidiary, and a buyer participation agreement for the buyer approved by the trading subsidiary; 
receive an order submitted through the buyer computer from the buyer for purchasing a good 
offered for sale by the seller, the buyer agreeing to pay the trading subsidiary for the ordered 
good pursuant to the buyer participation agreement stored within the database; receive 
assignment data from the seller computer indicating the seller has assigned all rights in the 
ordered good to the trading subsidiary pursuant to the seller participation agreement stored 
within the database, the trading subsidiary pays the seller for the ordered good and requests that 
the seller ship the ordered good to the buyer pursuant to the seller participation agreement; 
receive sell data from the trading subsidiary computer indicating the trading subsidiary has sold 
accounts receivable relating to the purchasing of the ordered good by the buyer; and receive 
purchase data from the financing subsidiary computer indicating the financing subsidiary has 
purchased from the trading subsidiary the accounts receivable to provide financing to the trading 
subsidiary for the sale of additional goods". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such fiill, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 27-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
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invention. In particular there is no support in the specification for the following limitations in 
claim 50. " receive first approval data from the trading subsidiary computer indicating a user 
associated with the trading subsidiary has approved a seller and a buyer for participation within 
the system ; receive assignment data from the seller computer indicating the seller has assigned 
all rights in the ordered good to the trading subsidiary pursuant to the seller participation 
agreement stored within the database , the trading subsidiary pays the seller for the ordered good 
and requests that the seller ship the ordered good to the buyer pursuant to the seller participation 
agreement; receive sell data from the trading subsidiary computer indicating the trading 
subsidiary has sold accounts receivable relating to the purchasing of the ordered good by the 
buyer ; and receive purchase data from the financing subsidiary computer indicating the financing 
subsidiary has purchased from the trading subsidiary the accounts receivable to provide 
financing to the trading subsidiary for the sale of additional goods ". Similarly there is no support 
in the specification for the amended limitations in claim 5 1 . Claims 27-49 and 52 are rejected by 
way of dependency on a rejected claim. 

The art rejections given below are interpreted in light of the 35 USC 1 12 rejections 
discussed above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 27-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Purcell (US 
Patent 5,940,807). 

Claim 50, Purcell teaches a system comprising: a plurality of remote computers including 
a computer associated with the financing subsidiary, a computer associated with the trading 
subsidiary, a computer associated with a seller of goods and a computer associated with a buyer 
of goods (See Figure 1, Column 1 lines 35-45, Column 3 line 51 - Column 4 line 5, the buyer 
and seller computers are interpreted to include computers associated with various subsidiaries); 
the database for storing data relating to a buying, selling and financing of the goods between the 
financing subsidiary, the trading subsidiary, the seller and the buyer (See Column 4 line 51- 
Column 5 line 25); a server coupled to the database, the server connected through a network to 
the financing subsidiary computer, the trading subsidiary computer, the seller computer and the 
buyer computer (See Figure 1), the server configured to: store within the database a seller 
participation agreement for the seller approved by the trading subsidiary, and a buyer 
participation agreement for the buyer approved by the trading subsidiary (See Figure 1, Column 
1 lines 35-45, Column 3 line 51 - Column 4 line 5, the written documentation for placing and 
filling orders is interpreted to include these agreements); receive an order submitted through the 
buyer computer from the buyer for purchasing a good offered for sale by the seller (See Column 
4 lines 5-65); and prompt a user to perform various functions entered by the user (See Column 
38 line 56 - Column 9 line 21). Purcell does not explicitly teach the other features of receive first 
approval data from the trading subsidiary computer indicating a user associated with the trading 
subsidiary has approved a seller and a buyer for participation within the system; receive 
assignment data from the seller computer indicating the seller has assigned all rights in the 
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ordered good to the trading subsidiary pursuant to the seller participation agreement stored 
within the database, the trading subsidiary pays the seller for the ordered good and requests that 
the seller ship the ordered good to the buyer pursuant to the seller participation agreement; 
receive sell data from the trading subsidiary computer indicating the trading subsidiary has sold 
accounts receivable relating to the purchasing of the ordered good by the buyer; and receive 
purchase data from the financing subsidiary computer indicating the financing subsidiary has 
purchased from the trading subsidiary the accounts receivable to provide financing to the trading 
subsidiary for the sale of additional goods. However these features are not given patentable 
weight in view of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph rejections discussed above. 

Claims 47-49, Purcell teaches the features wherein the server is further configured to 
allow a user to input data via the Internet (See Column 4 lines 40-46); to receive user data via an 
Intranet (old and well known) and network is one of a wide area network and a local area 
network (See Column 4 lines 40-46, Internet is an example of WAN). 

Claims 27-29, Purcell does not explicitly teach the features in these claims. Official 
notice is taken that these features are old and well known in the art. For instance GM has GMAC 
for financing and another sub-division for sales. These features provide for a smooth and 
efficient means for completing the transaction. 

Claims 30-46 and 51-52, Purcell teaches the feature of the server further configured to 
accept input from sellers or buyers (See Column 6 line 52- Column 7 line 35). The limitations 
such as "a seller agreeing to assign all rights in a shipment to the trading subsidiary" or "buyers 
agreeing to pay the purchase price to the trading subsidiary for orders within an agreed upon time 
period by a method and at a place previously agreed to" are interpreted as non-functional 
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descriptive material because they describe the buyers and sellers. These limitations have no 
bearing on the server configuration to accept input from sellers or buyers. 

Response to Arguments 
8. In response to Applicant's arguments "In regards to the recitation "receive assignment 
data from the seller computer indicating the seller has assigned all rights in the ordered good to 
the trading subsidiary pursuant to the seller participation agreement stored within the database," 
paragraph 14 describes seller participation agreements which include assigning all rights in the 
ordered goods to the trading subsidiary." Paragraph 12 also describes that the seller assigns all 
rights to the goods to the trading subsidiary and ft)rwards all shipping and insurance documents 
to the trading subsidiary. Also, paragraph 9 describes that the user's computer's interface allows 
the user to input data relating to the buying and selling of goods and commodities which are 
uploaded to the server which receives the data (see also Figure 2). Accordingly, Applicants 
submit that the above recitation of Claim 50 is supported by the specification", the Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. First of all there is no support in the specification as originally filed for 
the limitations of "a database for storing data relating to a buying, selling and financing of the 
goods between the financing subsidiary, the trading subsidiary, the seller and the buyer; a server 
coupled to the database". There is also no mention of "a computer associated with the trading 
subsidiary, a computer associated with a seller of goods and a computer associated with a buyer 
of goods" in the specification as originally filed. These limitations were entered by the Examiner 
in the earlier office action due to an oversight on his part. The portions recited by the Applicant 
do not describe the limitation "receive assignment data from the seller computer indicating the 
seller has assigned all rights in the ordered good to the trading subsidiary pursuant to the seller 
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participation agreement stored within the database", for instance there is no description of the 
contents of the database to begin with. Hence the Applicant has failed to point out where in the 
specification there is support of the limitation in question. 

Similarly in response to Applicant's arguments "In regards to the recitation "receive first 
approval data from the trading subsidiary computer indicating a user associated with the trading 
subsidiary has approved a seller and a buyer for participation within the system", paragraph 1 1 
describes that the trading subsidiary has to approve the buyer for participation in the program. 
Paragraph 12 describes that the trading subsidiary agrees to pay the seller according to standard 
terms of sale to approved buyer. Also, paragraph 9 describes that the user's computer's interface 
allows the user to input data relating to the buying and selling of goods and commodities which 
are uploaded to the server which receives the data (see also Figure 2). Accordingly, Applicants 
submit that the above recitation of Claim 50 is supported by the specification.", the Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. There is no description of trading subsidiary computer in the specification 
much less the limitation of "the trading subsidiary has approved a seller for participation within 
the system". Hence the Applicant has failed to point out where in the specification there is 
support of the limitation in question. 

Similarly the Applicant's other arguments with respect to hmitations "receive sell data 
from the trading subsidiary computer indicating the trading subsidiary has sold accounts 
receivable relating to the purchasing of the ordered good by the buyer" and "receive purchase 
data from the financing subsidiary computer indicating the financing subsidiary has purchased 
from the trading subsidiary the accounts receivable to provide financing to the trading subsidiary 
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for the sale of additional goods" are not persuasive. Hence the rejections made by the Examiner 
in the last office action are maintained. 

Applicant's other arguments with respect to pending claims have been considered but are 
not persuasive. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure are listed on the enclosed PTO-892. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dr. Narayanswamy Subramanian whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-675 1 . The examiner can normally be reached Monday-Thursday from 8:30 AM to 
7:00 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached at (571) 272-6771. The fax number for Formal 
or Official faxes and Draft to the Patent Office is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PMR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PMR only. For more information about the PMR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Narayanswamy Subramanian/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3691 
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